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though he offered no suggestions as to what that common
source might be.    If Mr. Woolley's theory were true the
question would instantly arise as to how William St. Mere
L'Eglise, Bishop of London 1199-1221, obtained a copy
of the Lateran Decrees when he was not present at the ..
Council of 1215.    However, Mr. Woolley's theory is dis-
proved by the presence of an undated manuscript in the
British Museum which contains these same constitutions of
the London diocese calling them 'Prohibiciones et precepta
observanda ab omnibus rectoribus ecclesiarum vicariis et
sacerdotibus edita a venerabili patre R. London' episcopo V
This R. must be M. Roger Niger, Bishop of London 1229
to 1241, who appears to have been active in issuing con-
stitutions, for another manuscript in the British Museum
contains a somewhat different set of constitutions definitely
called c Statuta . . . Dni Rogeri Nigri Episcopi Londonen-
sis *,* though it gives them the absurd date of 1201.  Under
no circumstances therefore can the constitutions discovered
by Mr. Woolley date earlier than 1229.   As he has pointed
out, the resemblance between these constitutions and those
of Salisbury is very close, in fact so close that, although in
the London constitutions in two clauses the authority of
the Lateran Council is expressly quoted and some thirty-
three clauses reflect various decrees of the Lateran Council,
in every case the influence either of Richard le Poore or of
the Council of Oxford can clearly be traced.    There are a
number of clauses reflecting no external influence, but these
chiefly concern the feast-days and liturgy of St. Paul's.
The constitutions of William Brewer, which were issued
in the diocese of Exeter between 1224 and 1237, embody
some of the Salisbury decrees, but the summit of Richard's
influence was attained in 1236 when M. Edmund of
Abingdon, Archbishop of Canterbury, apparently issued a
set of diocesan constitutions 3 composed of forty-one clauses,
of which the first thirty-eight are word for word repetitions
of clauses in the Salisbury constitutions without any sort of
1 Royal MS. A. 9-                    ^                          2 Harley MS. 335-
3 Lyndwood Includes these constitutions in his Prwincicde as provincial con-
stitutions, but it seems probable that they were issued for the diocese of Canterbury
only. For this point see A. L. Smith, Church and State in the Middle Ages.